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FORM DEVELOPMENT 
RECOMMENDATIONS 


QKAMOTOI LISKAMM 
PLANNERS & ARCHITECTS AIA 

SAN FRANCISCO 




Okamoto/Liskamm 


November 9, 1970 


Mr. Allan B. Jacobs 
Director of Planning 

San Francisco Department of City Planning 

100 Larkin Street 

San Francisco, California 


Dear Mr. Jacobs: 

We are pleased to submit External Form and Image Study, Report 2: 
Form Development Recommendations. This report contains general 
and specific recommendations, a suggested approach for preserving 
and enhancing San Francisco's visual image. In this respect it is 
intended as a working tool for preparing the final urban design plan. 

We have enjoyed having the opportunity to contribute to the San 
Francisco Urban Design Study. 

Sincerely, 


OKAMOTO/LISKAMM, INC. 



Rai Y. Okamoto 

President and Chief Executive Officer 


RYO/adebr 


Planners and Architects AIA 300 Broadway San Francisco Calif. 941 33 Tel.415 981-4841 
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